Online-only material: machine-readable and VO tables
Here we correct an overestimate of the limiting magnitudes placed on undetected companion stars, which was caused by a computational bug. In addition, we correct three observation dates which were misstated in Table 1 , and restore three stars which were inadvertently omitted from the online limits table (KOIs 109, 121, and 126) .
The main error was due to an incorrect value set in an IRAF subroutine, causing the background counts to be underestimated, and thus the limiting magnitudes to be overestimated by up to 1 mag. This error affected only the limit calculations for undetected objects; no changes are made to the properties of the actual stars detected nor to the occurrence rate of detected stars.
On average, the magnitude limits close to the star (within 1 ) were least affected, with a change of only a few tenths of a magnitude, while more distant limits have been corrected by up to 1 mag. The average absolute difference in the corrected limits at each distance is as follows: 0.1 ± 0.1 mag for 0. 1, 0.2 ± 0.2 mag for 0. 2, 0.3 ± 0.3 mag for 0. 5, 0.4 ± 0.3 mag for 1 , 1.0 ± 0.6 mag for 2 , and 1 ± 0.3 mag for 4 .
The impact of the revised limits on any particular system will have to be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, as it depends strongly on the constraints from other follow-up resources and on the specific false positive scenarios that are possible. Generally speaking, scenarios that depend on detecting false positives close to the star (less than 1 ) will be relatively unaffected compared to scenarios with more distant companion stars. The corrected limits are shown in Table 2 , and the plot showing the limits along with the detected stars are shown in a corrected Figure 3 . . 3) and several more distant ones; and K00113 (light gray), one close companion (0. 15) and several more distant ones. Note that the detection limits vary from system to system by several magnitudes depending on the total integration time and the observational conditions. 
